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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/30/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

With regard to the applicants' argument that: "The Office Action states that 
"Claim 1 (similarly claims 12 and 16) recites a determining unit determining said trigger 
signal as a valid signal when no change is detected in images in said detector within a 
predetermined time from the input of said trigger signal to said signal input unit; this is in 
contradiction with the specification and/or drawings." Applicants respectfully disagree 
with this assertion. The limitation of claim 1 in question currently reads: a determining 
unit which determines that said trigger signal is a valid 

signal when said detector detects no change in the images within a predetermined time 
from the input of said trigger signal to said signal input unit; and .... 
This limitation is illustrated in Figure 3. In step S 15, it is determined if object movement 
is detected. If no movement is detected in a predetermined time, i.e. a TIMEOUT 
occurs, the process branches to step $20 flj [0046]). If the TIMEOUT is determined to 
be abnormal in step $20, the trigger signal is determined to be valid at step $21 . These 
steps are performed by the hardware illustrated in Figure 1. Therefore, a determining 
unit as claimed is fully described in the specification. Claims 3, 6-8, 10, 1 1 include this 
limitation by dependency from claim 1 , and are thus also fully supported. Claim 16 
includes a limitation of "determining said trigger signal is a valid signal when no change 
is detected in the images within a predetermined time from the input of said trigger 



Application/Control Number: 10/733,493 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2621 

signal." As noted, this step is clearly supported by the specification. Claims 17 and 18 
include this limitation by dependency from claim 16, and are thus also fully supported. 
Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the rejection of claims 1 , 3, 6-8, 10, 1 1 , and 
16-18 under the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 as containing subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention, be reconsidered and withdrawn.". 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. Since as indicated in figure 3 of the 
present application, step S15 is checked to see if 1) moving object detected OR time- 
out and it is clearly shown (feed back loop to step S14), when there is NO moving object 
detected, there is only one option and it is to return to step S14, there is nothing in 
figure 3 that shows when there is NO moving object detected, go to step S20 as argued 
and the present specification uses different criteria to go the step S20 not to use motion 
object detection step. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Regarding claim 29, which recites "A computer 
readable medium including a program which can be run by a computer to which a 
trigger signal and continuous images are inputted, said program causing the computer 
to implement a method.". Since the claims do not recite a computer-readable medium 
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encoded with a computer program and therefore, the claims do not define structural and 
functional interrelationships between the computer program and the rest of the 
computer which permit the computer program's functionality to be realized and 
therefore, the claims are non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. Regarding claim 29, lines 1-3, which recites " A 
computer readable medium ..." . The original application (specifications, drawings and 
claims) does not disclose "A computer readable medium as claimed and therefore, 
claim 29 contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a 
way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

6. Claims 1, 3, 4, 6-8, 10-11, 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable 
one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
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make and/or use the invention. Claim 1 (similarly claim 16) recites a determining unit 
which determines said trigger signal is a valid signal when said detector detects no 
change in the images within a predetermined time from the input of said trigger signal 
to said signal input unit. Since as indicated in figure 3 of the present application, step 
S15 is checked to see if 1) moving object detected OR time-out and it is clearly shown 
(feed back loop to step S14), when there is NO moving object detected, there is only 
one option and it is to return to step S14, there is nothing in figure 3 that shows when 
there is NO moving object detected, go to step S20 as argued and the present 
specification uses different criteria to go the step S20 not to use motion object detection 
step. Therefore, claims 1, 3, 4, 6-8, 10-11, 16-18 contain subject matter, which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
7. Claims 1, 3, 4, 6-8, 10-11, 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is not supported by either a specific or substantial asserted utility or a 
well established utility. 

Claim 1 (similarly claim 16) recites a determining unit which determines said 
trigger signal is a valid signal when said detector detects no change in the images 
within a predetermined time from the input of said trigger signal to said signal input unit. 
Since as indicated in figure 3 of the present application, step S15 is checked to see if 1) 
moving object detected OR time-out and it is clearly shown (feed back loop to step 
S14), when there is NO moving object detected, there is only one option and it is to 
return to step S14, there is nothing in figure 3 that shows when there is NO moving 
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object detected, go to step S20 as argued and the present specification uses different 
criteria to go the step S20 not to use motion object detection step. Therefore, claims 1 , 
3, 4, 6-8, 10-11, 16-18 contain subject matter, which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 20-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gutta 
et al (US 6,968,294 B2). Gutta et al discloses an automatic system for monitoring 
person requiring care and his/her caretaker comprising the same control device for 
carrying out a predetermined process in response to a trigger signal, comprising: 

a signal input unit configured to receive said trigger signal (figure 1, el. 141, 100 
and col. 5, In. 1-14); 

a detector configured to receive continuous images from an image capturing unit 
and to detect a change in the images by analyzing the images obtained from said image 
capturing unit (col. 3, In. 26-28: rapid movement detected as differences between two 
image frames exceed threshold); 
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a determining unit which determines said trigger signal is an invalid signal when 
said detector detects a change in the images within a predetermined time period 
between a first time from the input of said trigger signal to said signal input unit and a 
second time subsequent to said first time, and determines said trigger signal is a valid 
signal when said detector detects a change in images before said first time or after said 
second time (col. 3, event # 5: abnormal condition occurs when an infant or a child 
being picked up at a time other than a previously defined time (outside TO and T1)); and 

a controller carrying out a predetermined process when said trigger signal is 
determined as a valid signal by the determining unit (figure 1 , speaker 1 14) as specified 
in claims 20, 29-30; wherein said signal input unit is connected to a sensor which 
generates said trigger signal (fig. 1, 135, 136, 305, 100, 141) as specified in claim 21; 
wherein said sensor unit detects an intruding object into a predetermined monitoring 
area from which the continuous images are captured by said image capturing unit 
(proximity sensor) as specified in claim 22; said detector detects whether or not any 
moving object exists in each of the continuous images in an image stream that 
continues in time series (col. 3, event #1. motion sensor) as specified in claims 23 and 
31 ; wherein said controller carries out different processes between a case where said 
trigger signal is determined as an invalid signal by said determining unit and that where 
said trigger signal is determined as a valid signal by said determining unit (event #5, an 
infant or a child being picked up at a predetermined time, no action otherwise, send 
signal to sound speaker) as specified in claim 24; further comprising: a recorder 
recording the continuous images obtained from said image capturing unit, wherein said 
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controller controls said recorder so as to record the continuous images obtained from 
said image capturing unit when said determining unit determines said trigger signal as a 
valid signal (col. 11, In. 18-31) as specified in claims 25 and 32; wherein when said 
trigger signal is determined as a valid signal by said determining unit, said controller 
outputs a signal used for activating an external apparatus connected to the control 
device (fig. 1, el. 141-100-114) as specified in claim 26; further comprising: a sound- 
data storage unit storing sound data, wherein when said trigger signal is determined as 
a valid signal by said determining unit, said controller generates sound based upon 
sound data stored in said sound-data storage unit (col. 1 1, In. 18-31 and fig. 1, el. 114) 
as specified in claim 27; further comprising: a communication unit carrying out data 
communications with an external apparatus, wherein when said trigger signal is 
determined as a valid signal by said determining unit, said controller allows said 
communication unit to output information indicating the result of determination to said 
external apparatus (fig. 1, el. 141-100-114) as specified in claim 28. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 20, 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Japanese patent Application 63-041000 (1998). 
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Application 63-041000 discloses a vehicle speed measurement device 
(controller) comprising: a signal input unit configured to receive the trigger signal (signal 
inputting means/external sensor) capturing the image of a vehicle (inputting a trigger 
signal); image capturing means (image inputting means); image processing device 
(detector) identifying (detecting) a running vehicle (moving object) by carrying out an 
image process on images (continuous images) of first and second video cameras; and 
running speed determining means determining whether the vehicle exceeds a speed 
(whether the trigger signal is a valid signal), wherein the determining means determines 
that the vehicle does not exceed the speed (invalid) when a difference in image 
capturing time between the first and second television cameras is greater than the time 
of a established speed (first value), and determines that the vehicle exceeds the speed 
(valid) when the difference is smaller than the time of the established speed (see 
especially page 2, line 9 of the upper-left column to line 12 of the lower-right column, 
Fig. 1). Since it is imperative to establish the upper limit value (second value) for the 
image capturing time difference that is used in determining that if the vehicle exceeds 
the speed or not, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
modify the system of Application 63-041000 by establishing an upper limit to determine 
if the vehicle exceeds the limit or not. 

Further, Application 63-041000 discloses that the vehicle speed measurement 
device includes: (1) a memory and means for not erasing the memory when determined 
that the vehicle exceeds the speed (recorder and controller that renders the recorder so 
as to record the continuous images obtained from the image inputting means, when the 
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determining means determines the trigger signal as a valid signal); and (2) means for 
carrying out data communications with a display controller and transmitting a control 
signal to the display controller when determined that the vehicle exceeds the speed 
(communicating means for carrying out data communications with an external 
apparatus and, when the determining means determines the trigger signal as a valid 
signal, a controller allowing the communicating means to output information indicating 
the result of determination to the external apparatus). 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Aviv (US 6,028,626) discloses an abnormal detection and surveillance 
system. 

13. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nhon T. Diep whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7328. The examiner can normally be reached on m-f. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on 571-272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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